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FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 
ACCOMMODATION OF SCRIPTURE. 
NO. IIL. 
Repry to tHe Epitor.* 
It would be always well for a man, first to under- 


sand a subject, and then judge. But we are sorry 
to perceive that the Editor of the Gospel Herald, so 
fr as Honestus is, or has been concerned, seems to 
ave been beating the air; for certainly Honestus 
has not been in his way, though he seems to have 
supposed that he was, and in the number which 
now lays before us, at least, he has not so much as 
wyce come fairly in contact with him. 

It is a fact, and we wish to have it distinctly un- 
jerstood, that Honestus has never said, nor even 
insinuated, that Christ was nor the seed of Abra- 
ham. He has never said, nor even intimated, that 
Paul did not state the truth in these words, “ which 
seed is Christ,” when he spake in reference to the 
seed in whom God promised that all the nations, all 
the families, yea, all the kindreds of the earth should 
be blessed. It will be perceived therefore that Ho- 
nestus has been so unfortunate as to have been mis- 
inderstood, although we thought that our state- 
ments were perfectly plain; and yet we cannot ac- 
use the Editor of “ignorance of the common 
signification of our mother tongue!” It is the mis- 
ortane however of some men to run before they are 
sent. 

The Editor has no where attempted to show that 
Paul was correct in his reasoning, or conclusive in 
iis argument, in the point in which Honestus has 
saddhe was nor. And we say, without the least 
lesitation, or fear of confutation, that whoever at- 
tempts it, will fail of success. But let us not be 
nisunderstood. Honestus has discredited no part 
f Paul’s restimoyy, as he has been accused by 
‘he Editor, and to be aceused of it, by a brother so 

ighly esteemed as the Editor of the Gospel Herald, 
is what he did not expect ; especiallv as we are both 
professedly engaged in the same cause, in search of) 
‘ruth, and both have the same common enemies! 
But Honestus is ready to excuse this accusation, on 
‘he ground that he has been misunderstood ! 

Paul may be correct in his testimony, true in all 
us assertions, and yet inconclusive in his argument 
* mode of reasoning: and that he was so, is no im- 
peachment of his character as an honest man. Re- 
ember, Paul, according to his owy confession, did 
not always speak by “command ;” but sometimes he 
simply gave his “ opinion.” But eyen the correct- 

#ess of Paul’s apinion, in relation to matters of fact, 








* See Gospel. Herald, No. 7, page 5). 






has never been disputed by Honestus, That Ho 
nestus, therefore, “should discredit Paul in so pro 

minent a part ]or even in any part] of Paul’s testimo 

ny,” isanentire mistake of the Editor. Honestus 
has asserted no such thing. We will therefore try 
once more to make ourselves understood. Let us, 
then, look once nore at Paul’s premises, argument, 
and conclusion. 

“ Now to Abraham and his seed were the promises 
made.” flere are Paul’s promises, which are cer 
tainly true. “Which seed is Christ.” Here is 
Paul's conclusion, which, for aught we have said to 
the contrary, is equally true. But when Paul saith, 
“ He saith not, And to seeds, as of many ; but as of 
one, And to thy seed,” here is Paul’s argument, 
which, as we have said, and now repeat, is totally 
inconclusive! But why is it so? Ans. Because the 
word seed, in relation to the posterity of Abraham, 
is used about fifly times in the Old Testament, and 
only fhree times (namely, Gen. xxii, 18, xxvi. 4, and 
xxviii. 14) where it can possibly be made to apply 
to Christ as an individual; but in all places where 
the word is used, it is not seeds, as of many, but as of 
one, “his seed,” or “ thy seed,” even when the seed 
spoken of comprehended ever so many. How then, 
in the nawne of common sense, does the word seed, 
in contradistinction to the word seeds, prove that 
Christ was the individual alluded to in the promise ? 
If the word seeds had been used generally in refer- 
ence to the posterity of Abraham, and the word seed, 
had been found in this particular promise only, then 
there would have been great weight in the argu- 
ment; but now, it has no force whateyer. "Phe fact 
might then have been no more true than itis now ; 
namely, that Christ 1s the seed alluded to in the 
promise ; but we haye never meant to dispute this 
tact, but only the conclusiveness of the argument by 
which the fact is supposed to be proved. But 
haying shown its inconclusiveness, the truth of the 
fact, namely, “which seed is Christ,” must rest on 
entire different testimony. Let it then rest, if you 
please, on the bare assertion of Paul; we will not 
dispute its eorrectness, since Paul received his doc- 
trine “by the revelation of Jesus Christ.” Gal. 
i. 12. But it may be said, you have barely Paul's 
word for this, and you do not receive his testimony 
in all cases, why receive it in this? We deny the 


charge. We have never impeached the veracity of 


Paul! But if Paul’s assertion alone is not sufficient, 
then fet the truth of the doctrine, “ which seed is 
Christ” rest on the truth of the doctrine of life and 
immortality as brought to light by “the appearing 
of our Saviour Jesus Christ, who hath abolished 
death, and hath bronght life and immortality t¢ 
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light through the gospel.” 2 Tim. i. 10. Jf this 
be true, itts sufficient proof to us that God has bless- 
ed all nations in Christ, the seed of Abraham even 
if Paul had made use of no argument whatever to 
prove it. Ii, therefore, we can prove that all nations, 
te. are blessed in Christ with life and immortality, 
it shows clearly that Christ is the seed in whom the 
promise (so far as it related to all nations, &c.) is 
But lest this evidence should not be con- 
sidered sufficiently strong, to convince all the m- 


usade, 


credulous, Paul attempts to make it still stronger, by 
saying, “the promise was not made unto seeds, as of 
And to thy seed,” Ke. 
haps, recollecting, or it might not have occurred to 
but that the word seeds, as of 
many, was used when it spake of the whole posteri- 


many, but as of one, not, per- 


him at the moment, 
or as 


ty which were to be asthe “stars of heaven,” 


“the dust of the earth,” for multitude. We are 
aware that this looks like making an apology for 
but if any can make a better one we 


are willing to hear it. 


the apostle ; 
To say that the apostle made 
© at 
the time of all its force, or rather fallacy, would be 
to compare him to a man who, seeing a ship well 


use of this arguinent, with a perfect knowledg 


moored, with a firm anchor and cable, endeavours 
to make it still more secure, by driving a stake down 
in the mud, and fastening the ship to it with a tow 
string! 

We still say that the promised blessing to the seed 
was “all the countries from the river of Egypt, 
voto the great river, the river Euphrates ;” and no 
other blessing is mentioned, as being promised lo 
the seed; but, nevertheless, in the seed, all nations 
were to be blessed. It is true that Honestus en- 
deavoured to show that it was possible for the 
promise still to be fulfilled although it should be 
limited to temporal blessings, 
the word seed, in all places, to mean the posterity of 
Abraham, collectively, although Paul applied it 
(perhaps by way of accommodation) to Christ as an 
indivi if Paul did so apply the scriptare in 
this case, itis no more than what he has done with 
other scriptures, in other cases. Compare Rom. 
x. 6—8, inclusive, with Deut. xxx. 11—14, inclu- 
sive. But this was not done with a view to deny 
that Christ is the seed in whom all nations ae 
blessed; but it was done to obviate a difficulty 
which might exist in the minds of some persons as 
to the truth of the promise made to Abraham. We 
believe the promise true, whether it is to be con- 
strued, aud of course fulfilled, in a temporal, or 
spiritual sense; or even in both senses. We have 
never intimated the possibility of God's failing 
to fulfil his promise. See Heb. vi. 17—20, inclu- 
sive. 

Honestus has never said, nor did he mean to be 
understood, that all nations were ever t@ possess the 
land of Canaan; but he quoted this part of the 
promise only to show that the same word, seed, 
was used when the blessing spoken of was evidently 
temporal, and that the posterity, collectively, was 
meant by the seed. With much that the Editor has 
stated, and wherein he seemed to think too that he 
was opposing Honestus, we heartily agree, and 


and understanding 


lual. Fo: 








Tete 
therefore have passed it over in silence. And the 


probability is, that we shall not disagree in 
thing when both are perfectly understood. 
HONESTUs. 


any 


REMARKS, 


Our last Number, pages 71, 72, contains Hones 


tus’s first article in reply to our strictures on his hy. 
pothesis of Paul’s accommodation of Scripture, ip 
1 Cor. xv. 54, and Gal. 16. We desire the 


reader, and Honestus to remember, that our sole ob 


ject is to combat error wherever we shall find jr: 
and that our hope, in this instance and in all othe; 
cases, is, agreeably to the Scriptures, to burn the 
work, or error, with the fire of truth ; and, notwith 
standing the party shall suffer loss, the truth shal! 
eventually be productive of profit to the losing par 
ty. (See 1 Cor. iii. 11—15.) 

The stand taken by Honestus cannot be maintain 
ed. His ground cannot be made tenable. We sha)! 
make this appear, and we hope that Honestus’s re 
gaid for the truth, and for consistency, will induce 
him, when he shall see his mistake, to acknowledge 
the error. 

Honestus contends that we have mistaken him 
He would persuade the reader that we are groping 
in the dark, and know nothing of his premises o 
conclusions. We believe we shall convince the 
reader, that, however ignorant we may be of Hones 
tus’s secret opinions and principles, we are not ig 
norant of his avowed sentiments, if the language lie 
uses has any definite signification! 

We shall state the ground of the matter in ques 
tion, in precise and unequivocal terms, as the hasis 
of the controversy ; and then follow up this business 


with proofs of our correctness, and of Honestus’s 


mistake and error. 

First. “ The New Testament writers often quote 
the Scriptures of the Old Testament, by way of a 
commodation.” 

Second. “Therefore too much stress should not 
be laid on the use which has been made of such pas 
sages.” 

Third. “Since no application of any portion o/ 
Scripture, not even by the apostles themselves, cat 
alter its original meaning.’ 

Fourth. Honestus decides, that Paul's accommo 
dation of Scripture, in Gal. iii. 16, is inconclusive, 
to that degree, that he regrets that Paul could no! 
“ find an argument more conclusive.” 

Fifth. “The only way it can be made to apply, 
is,” says Honestus, “by way of metonymy.” & 
and this appears to him to be “ rather far fetched.™ 

The above preimises, which are Honestus’s, settle 
incontrovertibly as a position, the following: Ac- 
commodation of Scripture as Pau! accommodated 
the Scriptures, signifies to quote and apply them 
contrary to their original meaning ; in such a man 
ner, that the passage quoted is so mal-appropos tha! 
the argument drawn, or deduced from its applic 
tion, is inconclusive, and far fetched! Hence th¢ 
conclusion—The arguments used by the inspired 
apostles of Christ, to illustrate and defend his g0° 





* See Gospel Herald, No. 6, p.41, 4° 
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pel, and the truths of God, are inconclusive and far 
fetched arguments! The reader is left to judge, 
‘whether Honestus is better qualified to produce ar- 
guments which are conclusive, and not far fetched, 
than Paul was, after being specially appointed and 
taught by Christ, by a revelation from Heaven! 
We declare, and appeal to the head and heart of the 
reader, that we have not inistaken Honestus’s pre- 
mises. We give them above, and they cannot be 
made to signify any thing different from what we 
have stated. 

Honestus declares in plain English, of Paul’s ac- 
commodation, as he will have it, (in Gal. iii. 16,) 
that, “In this way we might make the promise ap- 
ply to any one of the posterity of Abraham, as well 
as to Jesus of Nazareth.” And then proceeds to 
say, “The only way it can be made to apply is,” 
ete. a very different way from Paul. Therefore, 
.ccording to Honestus, M. M. Noah, Esq. the form- 
er editor of the “ National Advocate,” and the Jew 
who keeps, what is termed, the “Chatham Lom- 
bard,” are as much iitended in the promise which 
Paul applies to Christ, as Christ is intended! And, 
reader, in the face and front of this, in our last 
Number, p. 72, Honestus says, “ When Honestus 
brings his opinion in competition with Paul's, in 
point of doctrine, it will then be sufficient time to 
ask, ‘By what authority 2?” &c. Honestus has 
brought “his opinion in competition with Paul’s in 
point of doctrine,” and we have thought it “ suffi- 
cient time to ask,” and have asked, “By what au- 
thority ?” &e. 

We will now go farther, and show how and where 
Honestus has plumply denied Paul’s evidence and 
wthority without any qualification! In our last 
No. p. 71, Honestus says, “he contends that the 
words of the prophet are true in the sense, (and in 
the sense only, so far as they are considered the 
words of the prophet,) in which the prophet used 
then; and that sense 1s to be sought for by the tes- 
Here Paul is put 
Honestus not only 


timony of the prophet alone.” 
completely out of the question. 
places himself, or his opinion in competition with 
Paul, but will not admit Paul to say a word. Let 
it be remembered, that neither Honestus, nor any 
other person professing a belief in the religion of 
Christ, will hazard a formal denial of the following 
position: namely— God spoke by the prophets, and 
the prophets, thus used by God as a medium of 
communication to mankind, may have been 1gno- 
rant of the full import of the truths communicated 
by them; which truths have, in the gospel dispensa- 
tion, been more fully revealed by Christ to his apos- 
es, and by them more extensively and more clearly 
revealed to mankind. We say, that Honestus will 
not deny this in form, although he has denied it in 
fact, by his assertion relative to the “ testimony of the 
prophets alone ;” to the rejection of Paul, and ai! 
the apostles of the Lord Jesus! We have quoted 
or referred to Dan. xii. as a case in point; where we 
have Daniel’s acknowledgment that he “ understooe 
not,” and the saying to him was, “ Go thy way Da- 
niel; for the words are closed up and sealed till the 
time of theend.” We believe that Christ unsealed 





= + 
the words, and shew their signification, and appli- 
cation to the destruction of the Jewish temple and 
city, and the end of the Mosaic dispensation. If 
Honestus will go, as he says, to the prophets alone, 
he will hear Daniel say, “ he understood not!” Ho- 
nestus must go to Christ and his apostles, and the 
sooner he goes, we think, the better, 

Honestus to prove that we are mistaken, says, “ or 
he never would have spent so much time and labour 
to prove what we have never thought of denying, 
namely, the truth of the doctrine of immortality as 
taught by Paul.” Now the plain matter of fact is this : 
We have laboured to show that the saying that is 
written, agreeably to Paul, will be brought to pass 
atthe fime and not before the time Paul has speci- 
fied. But Honestus, to support his hypothesis with 
any colour of reason, has been labouring in the 
Herculean task of showing how Paul could be mis 
taken, and tie saying that fs written be brought te 
pass before the time stated by Paul! So intent is 
Honestus to preserve even this fragment in his hs 
pothesis, to protect it from falling, that in our fast 
No. he has again attempted to show, that in “ the 
sense of the prophet,” (and he is obliged to keep 
Paul’s mouth shut close, o: he would spoil bis argu- 





ment,) the saying that is written can bé brought to 
pass, ina way which to kim, is very possible, but 
which to us is very impossible ; for the very simple 
reason, that Honestus himself has decided, that the 
terms “all people, all faces,” &c., signify all and 
every one of the human race. 
reduced to the extremity, that he must either agree 
with Paul in the application of the disputed passage, 
and give up his hypothesis of the accommodation 


Honestus now is 


of the passage, or admit and contend for the truth 
of the position, that all the human race, including 
all who have ever died, shall in their own proper 
persons and in bodies of flesh and blood, in this 
earth and world, experience the swallowing up of 
Death in victory, and have their tears wiped away ! 
Honestus in our Jast No., as a last resort, con- 
tends, that “if Scripture is ever thus quoted in the 
New Testament, then the principle is established,” 
&e. We will not admit this; for Honestus’s 
ground work is of a quite different complexion, 
Honestus’s premises say, “ often quote,” not “ ever 
quote!” The charge or accusation is, that “The 
New Testament writers often quote the Scriptures 
of the Old Testament by way of accommodation.” 
Now Honestus will have it, that if they “ever” do 
this, he is safe in the walls of his hypothesis. No! 
This will not do. We shall tumble these walls 
down; and destroy this fabric, whose corner stone 
is sophistry. Let plain common sense mount the 
tribunal, and be the judge. Let the case be varied 
in form,and prejudice be laid aside. The accusation 
is inclusive of a number of persons, and one of the 
vumber, whom we will distinguish by the name of 
Paul, is accused of ‘ often” stealing. The accu- 
ser being hard pushed for his evidence to convict 
him, says, Well, if there has ever been any stealing 
n the neighbourhood of Paul, my accusation is 
upported. If Paul has not stole, Peter has ;—If 
Peter has not stole, James has ;—at all events 
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somebody or other has stolen as much as once, and 
fam clear, and have supported my charge! We 
think, that if Honestus’s manner of managitig a 
cause, was attempted by a lawyer in any of our 
courts of justice, his client would feel abashed, and 
the judge and jury would laugh at him. 

We concludé our remarks on Honestus’s commu- 
nication in our last number, by expressing our as- 
tonishment, that one so well qualified to think and 
reason correctly, should avow the following palpa- 
ble absurdity: Speaking of our remarks, relative 
to Paul’s accommodation of Scripture necessarily 
being “contrary or according to its original mean- 
ing,” Honestus says, “It is neither ‘ according’ to 





its original meaning, nor ‘ contrary’ to it,” &e.— 
Here is an expression denoting a meutrality which 
would prodigiously puzzle all the Metaphysicians 


in creation to explain. We think the Ontologist 
would here find his match. We have never met its 
parallel fellow except in the case of the Hibernian; 
who, in the wisdom elicited by the profundity of his 
mistake, said—* Faith man, I thought it was you ; 
and you thought it was me ; and it is neither of tis!” 

-Vote.—We shall defer our remarks on Honestus’s 
Reply in this number until our next; not wishing 
to give the reader “too mach of a good thing at 
once,” and thus verify the truth of the proverb. 
Honestus is growing a little severe from an obvious 
cause. We shall wink at this severity ; and hope 
he will receive as kindly our arguments. Our 
great concern is for the truth. Whether the editor 
was sent, or run without sending, is not worth a 
moment’s controversy. Having arrived somehow 
or other, he will endeavour to do the best he can, 
and stay as long as shall be necessary. 

—ai— 
FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 
Mail. riti. 37—43. 

I would thankfully appreciate Br. Fitz’s exposi- 
tion of the above verses through the medium of the 
Gospel Herald. 

*“ The field is the world: the Goon seed are the 
children of the kingdom: but the fares are the 
children of the wicked one.” 

Now, who or what is this wicked one? If my 
memory does not deceive me, you once endeavoured 
to prove the nonentity of this personage—this wick- 
ed one—this sower of tares—this Devil—this enemy 
of all that is good. 

A few hints from Mr. F. would please many, and 
among others, GIDEON. 

REMARKS ON MATT. XIII. 37—43. 

The subject introduced by Gideon, is one that we 
have already discussed in vol. iv. No. 42, to which 
we refer the reader. Gideon asks, “ Now, who, or 
what is the wicked one? Ans. The word one is a 
supply by the translators. We are instructed that 
the tares are the production of the wicked. The 
devil spoken of, is the diaboios, or the impostor, by 
which evil is characterized and personified, as op- 
posed to Christ, or the truth. 

If Christ’s explanation of the parable is admitted, 
we see no difficulty. The Scriptures furnish a so- 
Yation of all the figures used. The world must sig- 
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nify mankind. The good seed, truth. ws on, 
the opposite, which is falsehood, or evil. The pre- 
ceding part of the chapter shows, figuratively, how 
the truth is sown in the minds of men. The re 
ception of the truth in the human mind, constitutes 
the recipient, the child of the Kingdom; for the 
truth received, is testimony relating to the Kingdom 
spoken of. The Kingdom is “ righteousness, peace 
and joy in the Holy Spirit.” The truth makes may 
free, and produces joy. The falsehood being re. 
ceived into the mind, to the rejection of the truth 
enslaves the recipient, and produces sorrow aa 
trouble. 

This parable is explanatory and illustrative of the 
moral condition of believers and unbelievers, whey 
Christ’s spiritual reign commenced at the destiy: 
tion of Jerusalem; as well as God’s judgment on 
that rebellious people. The figure of the agricu| 
turalist cleaning his field, by burning noxious weeds, 
is introduced ; and also, the figure of a furnace fo; 
the purification of metals, by separating the base a] 
loy from the pure metal. 

This parable cannot have a direct application to 
any age or people posterior to the generation whom 
Christ addressed, and which he declared should not 
pass away till that of which he spake should be ful 
filled. (See Matt. xxiv. 34.) The primary appli 
cation of the parable, by Christ, to the age which 


ended with the destruction of Jerusalem, the dis 
persion of the remaining Jews, and the introduction 
of the Gospel, is the only proper application of the 
parable. The prophets spoke of the same evenr, 
and Christ used the very figures which the prophets 
introduced, to predict the temporal judgment oj 
God upon the Jews. 

We refer the reader to the following passages: Joel 
iii, 13—16 ; Jer. viii. 19—22; Isa. xvii. 4,5: Jer 
li. 33; Acts ii. 14—21; Isa. xxxi. 93 xviii. 10, 11 
Also, Isa. i. 25; Mat. iii. 1—3; Deut. xxxii. 30, 
39—43. The reader will recollect, that men gnash 
their teeth in this world. 
presumed, they will have no use for leeth / 
following passages: Psa. exii. 10; xxxv. 16; Lam. 
ii. 16; Acts vii. 54; Job xvi. 9. 

It is readily admitted that the wicked have alwa 
been industriously engaged in sowing their Lares 
falsehood, in the mind of man. And it ought to Le 
admitted, that the works of the wicked, or th: 
Scripture Devil shall be destroyed ; for, “ for ti 
purpose the Son of God was manifested, that he 
might destroy the works of the devil.” 1 John iii. * 
The Devil’s friends and advocates, and he appears 
to have many among the clergy, are very sorrow!u! 
when they are told their old friend Devil and his 
works shall be destroyed. This is not very sur 
prising, when we consider that children generally 
cherish something like affection for their father! 

—<_>>-—_ 
FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 
Mr. Editor— 

There is a practice which prevails among Uni 
versalist preachers, in common with those of othe 
denominations, which I am at a loss to account fo! 
The custom to which I allude, is that of wearin- 


In another world, it i¢ 
See thi 
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black exclusively. Front the time they first mount 
the rostrum, nothing is worn but the identical color 
in which that old circuit rider, who preathed to our 
(irand-mother Eve, appears, unless in disguise. 

That those who believe in the Devil, and preach 
him, should assume his color, is not Strange ; but 
those who preach Christ, the Saviour of the world; 
which shall be glad tidings to all people, I say, that 
such should adopt a color which is symbolical of 
darkness, despair and death, is not easily accounted 
for. That this custom owWes its origin to the cor- 
ruptions of christianity, I think will not be disputed. 
Probably it was introduced about the time that the 
distinctions between the clergy and laity was first 
observed. Tu order to incrtase and maintain their 
influence over the minds of men, it was necessary 
for the clergy to assume an appearance of great 
sanctity in their manners, while their dress and un- 
christian titles, served to confirm the idea that they 
were a superior order of beirgs. 

Our preachers disclaim any thing like distinctions, 
Theie language is “ We are all brethren.” They 
admit but one spiritual ruler or head, which is Christ. 
Why then do they persist in a custom which origi- 
nated in a departure from the doctrines inculcated 
by Christ and his disciples? This is a question 
easier asked than answered, I presutne. I think it 
rannot be denied, that any thing which leads to dis- 
tinctions amongst Christians must be attended with 
The genius of the Christian 
Any advantage of learning 


bad consequences. 
Religion is equality. 
or talent, which one possesses over the rest, if pro- 
Whilst 


listinctions of dress or titles serves to elevate the 


perly employed, becomes common stock. 


persous assuming them above their proper sphere, 
and at the same time to depress the rest as much 
below them. Who that has seen the assuming and 
supercilious conduct of a titled Doctor, or a dandy 
clergyman, or the obsequious servility of his under- 
lings, but will acknowledge the truth of what I have 
advanced! I should be loth to throw any obstacles 
iu the way of those who are engaged in dissemi- 
nating the truths of the Gospel; and if I could be 
convinced that wearing black exclusively, would 
serve to increase their uselulness, I should be the 
last to oppose it; but I am very doubtful whether 
this is the faet 

Why is it not equally necessary for the editor of 
a religious paper, to dress in a different color? If 
there is any difference, an editor holds the most im- 
portant place—yet Mr, Editor Fitz wears brown, 
grey, or blue, as it may happen, while the Rev. 
Henry Fitz, appears # full black.* If my ideas 
are correct, a modern preacher is nothing more than 
a lecturer, and can have no reason for assuming a 
different costume, which would not equally apply to 
lecturers on astronomy, surgery, or any other 
branch of knowledge. It may be said that this has 





* We have no knowledge of this tiled gentleman who 
appears in “full black.” If the plain editor is alluded to, 
we assure the writer, that, thanks to the dyer of the cloth, 
the editor's black coat faded clean away from the obnoxious 
colour, nearly two years ago, and its substitute, as nearly as 
could be obtained, is the real old “ iron grey,” and his last 
purchase, much in the lighter and improved mixed color. 





pay that degree of respectful agtention to a person 
who should not appear in the clerical style. To this 
I would veply, tat [ do not recollect ever to have 
seeu amore attentive or well behaved audience, than 
one composed of all classes, listening to a plain 
Quaker preacher, 
sary qualifications for a public speaker, and appear 
decently clothed, and he will hardly fail of receiv- 
ing a due degree of attention in the present state of 
civilization. It is considered derogatory to the 
clerical character to perform any kind of manual 


Let a person possess the neces- 


labor; therefore a clergyman must, at all events, be 
supported by the public, and whatever cannot be 
done by direct means, must be accomplished by the 
system of artifice and screwing, for which the present 
Now what is it that consti- 
tutesa clergyman? Answer—a BLACK Coat, and 
a TITLE. Take away these, and Samson-like, they 
become as other men. 


age is so remarkable. 


Now a person in common 
life may be possessed of learning aud talents, and 
may be employed in the public nse of these a part 
of the time; yet it would be thought no disgrace to 
him to fill up the residue in any honest calling, even 
manual labor. 

These ave facts which need no comment. To 
do proper justice to this subject would require a 
greater degree of talent, than the writer of this ar- 
ticle makes any pretention to. Yet, if what is here 
advanced should lead to an attention to thessubject, 
and be an inducement to some oue better qualified 
to place it in a proper point of view, I shall not re- 
gret my atiempt. 

MARCUS. 
_S - 
WHAT IS PRAYER? 

Prayer has been defined by those professing or- 
thodoxy, to be an expression or offering of our de- 
We 


this is a correct account of the matter. 


sires agreeably to the will of Gud. presume 
Do those 
who thus define prayer, when they pray, pray as 
though they knew the willot God? Ans. This in- 
For 


the man who prays for his ewan damnation, and the 


quiry will lead to important considerations. 


Hopkinsians do this, when they contend that God’s 
glory is compatible with the endless damnation of 
sinners, and express a Willingness to be damned for 
the glory of God, either prays contrary, or in con- 
formity to the will of God. If they pray for, that 
is, desire their own damuation if it be God’ 
they may be assured their prayers are quite superflu- 
ous and they will be damned to their heart’s desire, 
and, we believe, a little, if not a great deal more, 
without asking for it! No proposition can be more 
palpably evident, than that Ged’s will will be done. 
Is it God’s will that sinners shall be damned, as the 
orthodox teach ? If it be his will, sinuers will most 
assuredly be damned! Sinners, then, cannot pray 


s will, 


agreeably to God’s wiil, unless they pray for their 
own damnation. 
can be effectual. 


No prayer contrary to God’s will 
But, is it God’s will that sinners 
shall be damned, that is, made endlessly miserable ? 
We answer—I itis, and if all men are sinners, 


‘then all men will certainly be damned. Would any 
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man pray for his own damnation, if he believed ti. 
would be damned ? 

Reader, let us come home to “ your business an 
bosom.” Are not your prayers for the happening 
of any event, in the ratio of your concern and anx1- 
ety for the happening of the event you desire and 
pray for? If you are extremely desirous to be saved, 
are not your prayers fervently devoted to the attain- 
ment of salvation? Do you believe any man ever 
lived who anxiously desired endless misery? You 
must answer, No! Well, then, how will you esti- 
mate the amount of hypocrisy in those who pray 
for damnation? Do they earnestly desire damna- 
tion? No. They desire nothing less. What do they 
desire? Ans. Salvation. To prove that they de- 
serve, Or, to say the least, are fitto be saved, they 
declare they are willing to be damned, and not te 
be saved. Thus they prove them piety, by playing 
the hypocrite! 

The above is not the whole amount of the offend- 
They profess an entire 
willingness to become subject to all God’s requisi- 
tions ; and to conduct wholly in reference to the re- 
velation of his word and will, in their religion and 
religious exercises. Christ, they profess to make 
their pattern in all things pertaining to religion. 
Hence we hear from them the most extravagant ac- 
knowledgments of demerit, and awards of mercy to 
God, for sparing, contrary to his justice, such wicked 
sinners as themselves, who, if they had their deserts, 
would have been in hell long ago! Ah! are these 
things so! Do you really believe, that if justice had 
been done, you would have been in kell long ago! 
Are you willing to go to hell? and is it God’s will 
that you shall goto hell? What, we ask, in the 
name of common sense, has kept you out of hell ? 
Not your merits. Not God’s mercy, or will to the 
contrary ; unless his merey and his will are con- 
trary to his justice. It must be, because you are too 
insignificant to be damned! We appeal to any man 
of common sense, and common honesty, whether 
the above conclusion is not inevitable from such pre- 
misés ? . 

Mankind are taught how to pray. By whom ?— 
Jesus Christ. How are they taught to pray ? Aus. 
“Our Father who art in heaven,” &e. Are they 
taught by Christ to pray fordamnation? No! Are 
they taught by Christ to acknowledge, in their 
prayer, that they deserve damnation ; and to tell 
their heavenly Father, that if he had been just, he 
would have damned them long ago? No. Are 
they taught to say they are “ hell-deserving crea- 
tures,” and that they “ wonder they are not in hell ?” 
No. Who teaches this prayer? Ans. Hopkinsians ! 
Is this prayer necessary ? Ans. If it is, Christ never 
taught it. 

Do Hophkinsians consider damnation, or endless 
misery, an evil? Yes. Do they believe God’s 
glory will be increased by the perpetuation of evil * 
Yes. Christ says, pray—* Deliver us fiom evil.” 
Do Hopkinsians pray thus? They pray, confirm us 
in evil—damn us, for your glory! Christ says— 
“Thine is [in the present tense] the glory,” Kc. 
“ for ever.” This glory of God, is compatible with 
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lelivering sinners from damnation or evil. The 
‘lopkinsian glory is compatible with confirming 
inners in their sins, and nut delivering them trom 
vil! Christ says—* Thy will be done” —* deliver 
us from evil.” Hopkinsians say-—“ Thy will be 
lone” —we are willing to be damned endlessly! Q 
ve Hopkinsians! if this insulted God, insulted by 
your double dealing and hypocrisy, should take you 
it your word, and damn you endlessly, you would, of 
all people whom God has made, have the least rea- 
son to complain. For you, on your own confessions, 
deserve damnation, and are willing to suffer the de. 
sertof your iniquities. Let the honest man praise 
God, as did the prophets of old, tor His mercy, aud 
pray for salvation, because it is God’s will that “ ajj 
men shall be saved, and come unto the knowledge of 
the truth.” Let them pray for salvation, because 
God is “ not willing that any should perish !” 
—>—- 
THE INFALLIBLE ANTIDOTE. 

Extine abstinence from ardent spirits is the 
oNnLY effectual preventive of intemperance. 

The world is challenged to name an instance of 
Adopt it, read 
er, in your own person, in your family, in yous 
treatment of labourers and guests, You will then 
Neither give nor receive 
the fascinatin This will not only place 
yourself and yours at a safe distance from the dan- 


harm produced by such abstinence. 


see good reason to rejoice. 
g poison. 
ger of intemperance, but you will bear testimony 
that must be salutary in its influence upon others. 

The abstinence, now recommended and urged, is, 
I know, in direct opposition to fashion. But it 1e- 
quires no great effort of courage to refuse compli- 
ance with a fashion notoriously bad. A small mea- 
sure of courageous firmness will be sufficient. Fix 
the principle resolutely in your own purpose, and 
you will have no difficulty. 

If, indeed your own appetite has already become 
diseased by indulgence, you have the hardest task 
with yourself. But fortitude to meet and bear th: 
self-denial which your own abstinence may, at first, 
demand, will soon overcome and destroy even this 
depraved appetite. Stop supplies, and you annihi 
tate your enemy. Feed tem, and before you a 
aware, you will be his prisoner, and his slave. He 
will fix his foot upon your neck. 

Begin, then, athome. “ Lay the axe at the root 
of the tree.” You will lose nothing—tather, you wil 
gain much by thoroughness in this work. Your 
health, your temper, your business, your manage- 
ment, your interests throughout, will be every way 
better. Of these truths lam perfectly persuaded. 

You are not reputed a drunkard, although per- 
haps, you indulge yourself in the frequent, if not 
in the daily use of ardent spirits. You are 
not even called intemperate. But your indulgence 
places you im the divect road to this desperate result 
Morsake the means and the way of intemperance 
Exclude ardeat spirits fiom 
Every im- 


entirely, therelore. 
your person, your house, your family. 
portant circumstance in your condition will be im- 
proved. Persuade yourself, that ardent spirits are 





neither necessary nor useful in any lawtul business 
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—- —_—_— _ 
whatever. Practise accordingly, and your own ex- 
perience will soon verify these observations. 
Conn. Observer. 
— 
WHY ARE MEN INFIDELS ? 

The arguments of some clergymen appear to us 
ealculated to make men infidels, instead of be- 
lievers; and as certainly to efiect this, as the physi- 
cian is certain to increase the disease of his patient, 
when he administers a poison, instead of an antidote. 
The reason why meu will not receive the Scriptures 
for trath, is, because those who professedly engage 
in their explanation, give such views of their doc- 
trines as are utterly inconsistent with the reasoning 
powers which God has given to mankind. 

In illustration of the above position, we adduce 
the following from Vol. ii. of Fletcher’s Works, on 


the fall and depravity of man. He says, p. 139, “If 


man be not in the most imminent danger of destruc- 
tion, nothing can be more extravagant than the 
great article of the Christian faith, thus expressed 
in the Nicene Creed, ‘Jesus Christ, very God oi 
very God, by whom all things were made, for us 
men, and for our salvation came down from heaven, 
was made man, and was crucified for us” What 
is the inference which is crammed down the throats 
of the credulous? Ans. Man must be in the “ most 
imminent danger of destruction,” that is, of an end- 
less hell, because the very God of the Universe 
“was made man, and was crucified for us.” The 
Seriptures so far fiom asserting this premise, assert 
the contrary. 
The people see the absurdity of the po- 


Clergymen tell the people this is in- 
sprration. 
sition that an unchangeable God can be altered, and 
be made from a God, into a man—that a God who 
is necessarily tmmortal, should dte—therefore, they 
say, very properly, If your Bible asserts this mon- 
strous absurdity, and you say it does, away with it! 
And this ridiculous absurdity, is called “the great 
article of the Christian faith.” Then, say they, 
away with your “Christian faith,” we despise it. 
It is human creeds and contrivances that do all the 
mischief. Clergymen are wiser than Christ, and 
improve on his gospel!!! 
—— 
OVERSTOCKED MINISTRY, 

Mr. Sabine, a Presbyterian minister at Bos- 
ton, and lately the religious antagomst of Mr. 
Balfour, has complained, that a great numb. of 
preachers of the Gospel in that city are without em- 
ployment, and obliged to have recourse to very un- 
suitable labours for their means of support! If the 
present number of orthodox clergymen, as the 
preachers of endless misery call themselves, cannot 
find employment, that is, find people who will 
maintain them, what would become of Dr. Griffin’s 
700,000 Ministers? All the almshouses would be 
filled to overflowing, and pious paupers be inet at 
every corner! 

The plain English of the case appears to be this: 
Clergymen think it very unsuitable for them to ob- 
tain a living by honest industry ! They are, we fear, 
either too lazy or too proud to be ingustrious. It 
fs not the want of an opportunity to preach the Gos- 


pel of Christ, that is complained of ; but the want of 
| #n Opportunity to crow fat in idleness, and riot on 
| the means of the industrious and prudent. This 1s, 
to these pious gentlemen, a most intolerable griev- 
ance. We advise them to be done grumbling ; and 
go to work, as Paul did! 
— — Sa — 
THE BLACK RIVER ASSOCIATION OF 
UNIVERSALISTS. 

Convened at Antwerp,(N. Y.) on the 14th of June, 
1826, Br. C. G. Parsons was chosen Moderator, 
and Br. E. W. Rossins, Clerk. Fellowship was 
granted tothe First Universalist Society in Potsdam. 
The Constitution, drawn up by the committee ap- 
pointed for that purpose, was accepted. A Resolve 
passed, recommending the formation of Tract So- 
cieties, in the different Associations, for the spread 
of liberal Christianity. Appointed Br. E. Case, Jr 
to prepare the Minutes of the Association for pub 
lication, and append a Circular Letter.—Brs. Par- 
sous, J. Wallace, and E. Case, Jr. preached on the 
occasion, and Br. French was also present, and took 
parts in the public performances.—We have room, 
only for the following sketch, from the excellent 
Circular, published in the “ Watertown Freeman.” 

“Use all laudable means to disseminate your 
views of the Scriptures, and the final, glorious des- 
tination of every intelligent creature. Contend 
earnestly for the faith, once delivered to the sauts, 
but do not misrepresent, either the arguments or 
doctrines of your opponents.—Sophistry, threats 
and mysteries, are the habiliments of falsehood ; 
but T'ruth is best supported hy fair inductive rea- 

Christian Intelligencer. 
—_<— 
SALVATION NOTES! 

It appears from the “ New-York Courier,” that a 
new kind of revival is going on in that famous city. 
Tie clergy have revived the old custom of the 
church, “to purchase salvation with money,” and 
give “ Notes” and “ Receipts,” accordingly. The 
following is the form of writing Evangelical Notes, 
in the Emporium of Orthodoxy. 

“ 8 1000-—_NEW-YORK. 

“ ] promise to pay for value received of the Lord, 
One Thousand Dollars,” &c. “to the Treasurer of 
the National Tract Society.” 

Now we solemnly ask, what, under the whole 
canopy of heaven, can be more blasphemous than 
the above exainple of the New-York Evangelicals * 
How long will 1 be, before these Salvation Notes 
will be speculated upon in the market, and be shaved 
at the office of some shy, religious “ Broker,” with 
as pious a phtz as ever saddled the front side of a 
hypocrite’s head ? From such merchandize, merci- 
ful Lord, deliver us! Christ. Intel. 


soning.” 


—>—— 
REFLECTIONS. 

“ Ministers exhort to a contempt of riches, of 
glory, of pride, of pleasure, of personal decorations, 
and indulgences ; and while they thus exhort, they 
are clad in purple and fine linen—they ascend pul 
pits upon steps covered with carpets, and sustain 
themselves by winding mahogany hand rails—they 








ou 


kneel and rest their arms upon cushions covered 
with scarlet damask—a vaulted roof is their canopy, 
and the music of the organ delighteth their senses. 
They cry aloud, Riches are vain—and demand con- 
They condemn personal de- 
corations, and lift up thei arms clad in rich vesture, 
with decorations of white linen around their necks, 
They enlarge upon the vice of indulging appetites, 
and hasten to dine upon roast meats with gravies and 
Cincinnati Paper. 





tributions of money. 


spices!” 
—<p>—- 
REVENGE. 
The favourite of a Sultan threw a stone at a poor 
dervis who had requested an alms. The insulted 
Santon dared not to complain, but carefully search- 


ed for aud preserved the pebble, promising himself 


he should find an opportunity, sooner or later, to 
throw in his turn, at this imperious and pitiless 
wretch. Some time after, he was told, the favour- 
ite was disgraced, and by order of the Sultan led 
through the streets on a camel, exposed to the in- 
sultsof the populace. On hearing this the dervis 
ran to fetch his pebble; but, after a moment’s re- 
flection, cast it into a well. I now perceive said he, 
that we ought never to seek revenge when our ene- 
my is powerful, for then it is imprudent; nor when 
he is involved in calamity, for then it is mean and 
cruel. Christ. Int. 
—~p—- 


PROPHECIES. 


Letters from Bucharest say, that the prophecies of 


Argothangelos, the first publication of which was 
three centuries ago, and which were reprinted at 
Bucharest in 1812, by orde: of Russia, announced 
that Constantinople would be takenin 1827. The 
death of all the Emperors, down to Alexander, is 
exactly predieted in the most positive manner by 
this prophet, as well as the expedition of the French 
to Moscow. U. S. Gazette. 

[The truth or falsehood of the prophecy respect- 
ing Constantinople will soon be known.} 

—_—<>— 
BENEVOLENCE. 

There is far more satisfaction in doing than re- 
ceiving good. To relieve the oppressed is the most 
glorious act a man can be capable of; it is in some 
measure doing the business of God and Providence ; 
and is attended with aheavenly pleasure, anknowo 
but to those who are beneficent and liberal. = Re: 


—>— 
From Soame Jenyn’s Essay on Virtue. 


0! would mankind but make these truths their guide, 
And force the helm from prejudice and pride, 
Were once these maxims fix'd that God's our Friend, 
Virtue our good, and happiness our end, 
How soon must reason o'er the world prevail, 
And error, fraud, and superstition fail ! 
None would hereafter then with groundjess fear, 
Describe th’ Almighty crael and severe, 
Predestinating some without pretence, 
‘To heaven, and some to hell for no offence ; 
Lnflicting endless pains for transient crimes, 
Aad favouring sects or nations, men or times 
To please Him none would foolishly forbear 
Nr food, or vest, or itch jn shirts of hair 
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Or deem it merit to believe ov teach ”" 
What reason contradicts within its reach ; 
None would fierce zeal for piety mistake, 
Or malice for whatever tenets sake,— 
Or think salvation to one sect confined, 
Aud heaven too narrow to contain mankind. 

No more then nymphs, by long neglect grown nices 
Would in one female frailty sum up vice, 
And censure those, who nearer to the right, 
Think virtue is but to dispense delight.* 

No servile tenets would admittance fiad, 
Destructive of the rights of human kind ; 
Of power divine, hereditary right, 
And non-resistance to a tyrant’s might 
For sure that all should thus for one be curs‘d, 
Is but great nature's edict just revered + 

No moralists then nghteous to excess, 
Would show fair Viriwe in so black a dress, 
That they, like boys, who some feigned sprite array, 
First from the spectre fly themselves away ; 
No preachers in the terrible delight, 
But choose to win by reason, not affright— 
Not, conjurors like, in fire and brimstone dwell. 
And diaw each moving argument from Hell ! 


* These lines mean only, that Cersoriousness is a vice 
more odious than Unehastity—this always proceeding from 
malevolence, that sometimes from too much good nature and 
compliance. —Note by English Editor. 

We will take the liberty to express our opinion on the 
above. We think if it were written in blazing characters 
on the foreheads of all slanderers, who, without a doubt, 
ought to be included in the catalogue of the most infamous 
members of society, much good would accrue therefrom | 
the commaunity.—Ed. Gos. Her. 

+ A fine idea, this, and well expressed. The great ani 
sublime truth is this—For, or through one, that is, Jesus 
Christ the Mediator of, and named in, God the Father's 
testament, shall all be blessed.—Ed. Gos. Her. 


—>—-. 
From the Boston Galaxy. 
BEASTLINESS. 
A story is told of a humorous priest, 
When invited to join in a frolicksome feasr, 
Who promised to eat and to drink, like a beast 


The wags had all planned (to use one of their tropes, 
To get the good parson upon the high ropes ; 
And to do it, his promise now gave them high hopes 


So they in this way the experiment tried ; 
With food and with liquor they constantly plied 
Which three times in four the parson denied. 


At length says one wag, tipping tothers the wink, 

{t's time, Mr. Priest, of your promise to think 

Which was like a beast, you would eat and would drin! 
** My promise I'll keep,” quickly answered the priest 

“* More than aature requires to devour ata feast, 

Is <0 act like most men, sirs—and not like a beast. 


—~<p—— 
TO CORRESPONDENTS. 

3 We have several communications on hand, whic 
shall receive as early attention as circumstances shall a 
thorize. We inform a“ Friend to Truth,” that the commun 
nication he alludes to has been receiyed, but it wil! require 
transcribing and correcting before it is published, which | 
bour has not yet been convenient. 
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